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not the same as a right to ‘‘determine’’ the 
‘‘necessary means.’’ Lastly, the agreement 
provides that ‘‘Iran would implement the 
necessary means within 3 additional days.’’ 
But what ‘‘necessary means’’ are these? As 
noted, the agreement refers to ‘‘necessary 
means agreed between Iran and the IAEA.’’ 
So these additional three days don’t even 
begin until an agreement is reached. 

Now what? Well, the U.S. may take a ‘‘Dis-
pute’’ to the Joint Commission, on which 
Iran sits, which has 15 days to resolve the 
issue. Parties may or may not invoke a simi-
lar 15 days for foreign ministers to act. Par-
ties may also request a nonbinding opinion 
within 15 days from an advisory board con-
sisting of three members, one appointed by 
Iran, one by the complaining country and ‘‘a 
third independent member.’’ 

But Iran may argue that nothing in the nu-
clear deal specifies how quickly a country 
must appoint its advisory-board member or 
even how the ‘‘independent member’’ is se-
lected. In short, this stage may take at least 
30 days and possibly 45 of consideration at 
the different levels, but Iran may argue that 
the last 15 days don’t start until an advisory 
board has been duly formed. Then we get an-
other five days of Joint Commission delib-
eration, before a disappointed U.S. or other 
commission member seeking IAEA inspec-
tions can hobble off to the United Nations 
seeking resolutions reimposing sanctions. 

In short, as Iran is free to interpret the 
agreement, 63 or even 78 days may pass, plus 
three potentially lengthy periods that Iran 
can stretch out: One of ‘‘explanations’’ be-
fore the clock starts, one to agree on nec-
essary means and ‘‘resolve concerns,’’ and 
one for advisory-board selection near the 
end. 

So from the moment the IAEA first tips its 
hand about what it wants to inspect, likely 
three or more months may pass. All along, 
the Joint Commission is required to act in 
‘‘good faith,’’ and to make only ‘‘minimum 
necessary’’ requests limited to verification, 
not ‘‘interference.’’ Tehran could also cite 
these terms to challenge particular requests. 

The description of this process is based on 
the English-language text of the nuclear 
agreement. The text lacks a provision that it 
is the entire agreement, so Iran may claim 
support in supposed side agreements or 
statements during negotiations. 

Announcing this ‘‘comprehensive, long- 
term’’ deal, President Obama quoted Presi-
dent Kennedy’s 1961 call for negotiations 
with the Soviets. Kennedy reached two nota-
ble nuclear agreements. Mr. Obama didn’t 
mention that within a decade of Kennedy’s 
1963 Limited Test Ban Treaty, Soviet nuclear 
forces—once a fraction of America’s—were at 
parity or had surpassed ours. 

During the 1962 Cuban Missile Crisis, Ken-
nedy reached secret agreements—undisclosed 
to Americans for decades—not to invade 
Cuba and to withdraw U.S. weapons from 
Turkey. By invoking Kennedy was President 
Obama signaling there is more to this ‘‘long- 
term’’ deal than we know? 

He is a subtle man. 

f 

COMMEMORATING THE 50TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE VOTING 
RIGHTS ACT OF 1965 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Mrs. BEATTY) for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to join many of my Democratic 
colleagues to commemorate the 50th 
anniversary of the Voting Rights Act 
of 1965 and to ask this House to pass 
legislation for voting rights now. 

Mr. Speaker, this was the first nation 
in our history to be founded with a pur-
pose. Great phrases of that purpose are 
still being said and quoted around the 
world from the souls and hearts of 
Americans: ‘‘All men are created 
equal,’’ and, ‘‘Give me liberty or give 
me death.’’ Those words were not to be 
revered as meaningless, to ring hollow 
over the years. Today I join my col-
leagues as guardians of that liberty 
and advocates for voting rights legisla-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, 50 years ago before Con-
gress, President LBJ said: ‘‘I want to 
be the President who helped the poor 
to find their way and who protected 
the right of every citizen to vote in 
every election.’’ 

‘‘Every American citizen must have 
an equal right to vote. There is no rea-
son which can excuse the denial of that 
right. There is no duty which weighs 
more heavily on us than the duty we 
have to ensure that right.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, from the steps of the 
Lincoln Memorial, Martin Luther King 
delivered his ‘‘Give Us the Ballot’’ 
speech, urging the President and Mem-
bers of Congress to ensure voting 
rights for African Americans. He in-
dicted both political parties for betray-
ing the cause of justice. He said—let us 
be reminded of these words—‘‘The 
Democrats have betrayed it by 
capitulating to the prejudices and un-
democratic practices of the Southern 
Dixiecrats. The Republicans have be-
trayed it by capitulating to the blatant 
hypocrisy of the right wing, reac-
tionary Northerners. These men so 
often have a high blood pressure of 
words and an anemia of deeds.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, today I ask Democrats 
and Republicans to come together for 
voting rights legislation now. 

Over the past 50 years, our country 
has come a long way: the end of Jim 
Crow, integration of our public schools, 
and the election of our first Black 
President. While we have made great 
progress over the past 50 years, we 
must continue to fight for justice and 
equality at the polls. 

In the past few Presidential elec-
tions, we have seen long lines, intimi-
dation, and voter suppression. We must 
remain diligent in our efforts to root 
out voting discrimination because of 
the Supreme Court’s misguided deci-
sion in 2013 in the Shelby County v. 
Holder matter and the failure of Con-
gress to remedy this dismantling of our 
Nation’s fundamental rights. We must 
be more vigilant than ever. 

Two years ago, in Shelby, the Su-
preme Court struck down a critical 
part of the Voting Rights Act. Some 
would say it cut the heart of the Vot-
ing Rights Act by finding section 4 un-
constitutional. 

b 1045 

This was a setback to our country 
and to our democracy by removing 
much-needed voting protections in dis-
enfranchised communities. Our democ-
racy was founded on the audacious idea 

that every eligible citizen should have 
access to the ballot box. 

This is why I am proud to stand with 
over 70 bipartisan congressional col-
leagues as an original cosponsor of the 
Voting Rights Advancement Act of 
2015, H.R. 2867, which would restore and 
advance the critical voter protections 
taken away by the Shelby decision. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time for us to bring 
voting rights legislation to the floor. 
Now, more than ever, with just 7 legis-
lative days left, we head back to our 
districts for our August work period. 
Congress should honor the progress of 
being able to allow us to say to our 
constituents, to this Nation, that our 
country has made sure that there is 
equal rights and equal treatment. 

Let us work together on advancing 
important legislative priorities, such 
as the Voting Rights Amendment Act. 

f 

APOLLO 11 MISSION, 46 YEARS 
LATER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. HULTGREN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to remember and celebrate a 
monumental achievement our Nation’s 
space program reached 46 years ago 
this week. On July 20, 1969, Neil Arm-
strong, Buzz Aldrin, Michael Collins, 
and the entire NASA team transformed 
the world’s belief in what was possible. 

Following President Kennedy’s 
charge to land a man on the Moon and 
return him safely to the Earth before 
the decade was over, NASA put their 
talent and treasure into making that 
dream a reality. No longer was human 
discovery and exploration limited to 
our own planet. The Moon, which had 
always been beyond our human ability 
to reach, was now within our grasp. 

This ‘‘giant leap for mankind’’ pro-
pelled American space exploration and 
inspired generations to pursue science 
and research as a way of life. Today, 
human space exploration and discovery 
sciences are engrained in American so-
ciety and are prime demonstrations of 
our Nation’s exceptional nature. As 
Americans, it is in our DNA to push 
the boundaries and frontiers of knowl-
edge. 

Developing new technologies and ex-
pertise is vital as we consider a mission 
to Mars, take closeup photos of Pluto, 
and send robots throughout our solar 
system. The new generation must now 
work to fulfill the dreams and ambi-
tions of that first group of space ex-
plorers. 

Let us encourage our children to 
think seriously about careers in 
science, technology, engineering, and 
mathematics—careers that could lead 
them to become actual rocket sci-
entists or astronauts. Bold, long-term 
commitments to the projects that 
made NASA and our space program 
great will help inspire our kids. 

The Apollo 11 mission changed Amer-
ica and the world, and we remain for-
ever grateful to those who were a part 
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of that mission. Forty-six years ago, if 
the unthinkable occurred and the as-
tronauts never made it back to Earth, 
President Nixon had a speech prepared 
to deliver to the Nation. 

If the worst happened, the President 
would have said: 

In ancient days, men looked at stars and 
saw their heroes in the constellations. In 
modern times, we do much the same, but our 
heroes are epic men of flesh and blood. 

I was honored to meet the members 
of the Apollo 11 crew, including Neil 
Armstrong before he died. Indeed, these 
men were epic heroes of mine. Many of 
us grew up in an era where we were 
proud to be the Nation that sent men 
to the Moon, and we still are. Nothing 
can change that fateful decade of dis-
covery coupled with frustration, trial 
coupled with error, all resulting in that 
historic world-changing mission. 

I want our kids and grandkids to 
look back and be proud citizens of the 
Nation that made our Moon hospitable, 
sent astronauts to Mars, and keeps 
sending spacecraft past the outer 
reaches of our solar system. Renewed 
vigor in our country’s space program 
will ensure we continue to make man-
kind-sized leaps for years to come. 

f 

CLOSURE OF COLOWYO COAL MINE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. TIPTON) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Speaker, mines in 
Colorado’s Third Congressional Dis-
trict provide not only critical jobs, 
they also provide the reliable, afford-
able electricity on which countless 
Americans rely. 

The future of one such mine, oper-
ated by Colowyo in Moffat County, is 
now in jeopardy after a Federal judge 
sided with a radical environmental 
group notorious for filing lawsuits, at 
the expense of taxpayers who often end 
up footing their litigation bill. 

I am urging the Department of the 
Interior to take swift action to prevent 
the impending closure of the Colowyo 
mine, and I want to thank Senator 
CORY GARDNER for his partnership in 
this effort. 

On May 8, 2015, the Federal district 
court for the district of Colorado issued 
an order determining that the Office of 
Surface Mining failed to comply with 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
in 2007, when it issued a mine plan for 
approval of the Colowyo coal mine. 

The court gave OSM 120 days to be 
able to prepare a new analysis and 
issue a new decision. If OSM does not 
complete the process in 120 days, the 
court stated that it would vacate the 
mine plan, effectively shutting down 
the mine on September 6. 

Unfortunately, despite repeated in-
sistence from myself, Senator GARD-
NER, county officials, and the sur-
rounding local communities, this ad-
ministration decided against appealing 
the court’s ruling. 

We have to ask the question: Does 
not the executive branch have a duty 

to defend its permitting actions? Of 
course, it does. The Federal Govern-
ment must vigorously defend the legal-
ity of its permitting actions and leave 
policy debates over the role of coal in 
the legislative and rulemaking pro-
ceedings where those debates belong. 

Here is where we stand as the Sep-
tember 6 deadline approaches. The live-
lihoods of thousands of northwest Colo-
radans are in peril, as they rely on an 
administration with a track record of 
attacks on the mining industry and af-
fordable electricity to do the right 
thing. Unfortunately, this administra-
tion hasn’t done much to allay our con-
cerns. 

A mine closure would jeopardize 220 
direct jobs and millions in economic 
activity. While 220 jobs may not sound 
like much, to the town of Craig, popu-
lation 9,400, that has a significant eco-
nomic impact on this community. 

To properly be able to understand the 
scale of this potential catastrophe, this 
is equivalent to the President’s home-
town of Chicago shedding 63,000 well- 
paying jobs. 

The adverse effects of shutting down 
this mine go beyond the jobs at the 
mine that would be lost. Coal produced 
by this mine, located in Moffat and Rio 
Blanco Counties, is used to generate 
power at Craig Station. The mine is a 
critical supplier of western Colorado’s 
energy. It provides reliable, affordable 
electricity in much of the western half 
of the State. 

Last week, I attended a meeting to 
discuss the future of the Colowyo mine 
in Glenwood Springs with Secretary of 
the Interior Sally Jewell; Bureau of 
Land Management Director Neil 
Kornze; and a number of western Colo-
rado community leaders, including 
Moffat County Commissioner John 
Kinkaid and Craig Mayor Ray Beck. 

While it would have been preferable 
for the Secretary to make time to be 
able to meet with the miners in Moffat 
County who are facing the loss of their 
livelihood, look them in the eye, and 
hear their stories, she did meet with 
this group; and I hope that she received 
a better understanding of the impor-
tant impact of the Colowyo mine on 
the impact of the economy in north-
west Colorado. 

I was pleased to be able to hear Sec-
retary Jewell assure us before the 
meeting that the Department of the In-
terior is on schedule to be able to com-
plete a new environmental assessment 
by the court’s deadline of September 6; 
and, if for some reason they fail to 
meet that schedule, they will request 
an extension. 

I hope the Secretary realizes that the 
decisions made in Washington have 
lasting impacts on everyday working 
Americans. Unfortunately, we have 
seen repeated attempts by this admin-
istration to impose drastic and, in 
some cases, outright unattainable 
mandates on the existing electricity 
sources. 

Communities such as Craig have ex-
pressed concerns that these proposed 

regulations will work to the detriment 
of the local economies by shutting 
down local power plants, negatively af-
fecting Colorado’s mining industry, 
and needlessly burdening Coloradan 
families and businesses with higher en-
ergy costs; yet here we are on the cusp 
of leaving over 220 honest, hard-work-
ing people without a paycheck. 

This battle offers a vivid and all too 
familiar lesson in how environmental 
special interests, if not balanced 
against the practical need for a healthy 
and growing economy, can wreak havoc 
in the everyday lives of Coloradans. 
The careful balance between environ-
mental protection and economic pros-
perity is regrettably missing from this 
administration’s policies. 

The most troubling part of all of this 
is that the effects of these misguided 
regulations won’t actually result in 
cleaner air overall, but will jeopardize 
the reliability of the electrical grid and 
have a severe economic impact. 

The people of Moffat County are the 
people who are feeling these impacts. 
The people of Moffat County need to 
know that they are not alone in this ef-
fort. I am committed to doing every-
thing within my power to be able to 
fight for affordable, reliable, and re-
sponsible energy production. 

f 

COAL ASH WASTE DISPOSAL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
New Jersey (Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN) for 
5 minutes. 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. 
Speaker, this week, the House will con-
sider dangerous legislation on coal ash 
that will put communities and families 
in New Jersey in danger. We need 
strong Federal regulation on coal ash 
waste. Poor management practices in 
States like Pennsylvania and New 
York that border New Jersey affect my 
constituents’ lives. 

The Delaware River provides drink-
ing water to one-third of New Jersey’s 
municipalities. In 2005, Martins Creek 
Power Plant in Pennsylvania spilled 
100 million gallons of coal ash across 10 
acres into the Delaware, contami-
nating that drinking water with ar-
senic. Towns surrounding the Dela-
ware, towns that depend on the river 
for the fishing and recreational activ-
ity that drives their economies were 
devastated. 

In New York, the EPA found that 
coal ash from a power station had con-
taminated groundwater with iron, sele-
nium, manganese, aluminum, and at 
least 10 other dangerous chemicals. 

H.R. 1734 not only fails to protect 
communities from toxic pollution, it 
undermines legitimate efforts to pro-
tect our communities. 

I urge my colleagues to vote against 
it. All of our constituents deserve bet-
ter. 

f 

AUDIT THE FED 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
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